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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 December 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) S Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Non-Art Rejections: 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims 
particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

2. Claims 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The following language lacks proper antecedent basis : 
In claim 15, line 2, " the capability manager". 



Art Rejections: 

3 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in— 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection 
of a national application published under section 122(b) 
only if the international application designating the 
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United States was published under Article 21(2) (a) of such 
treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be 
deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of this 
subsection based on the filing of an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) . 

4. Claims 1-9, 11-13 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as being clearly anticipated by Memhard, U.S. pat. No. 
6,201,859. 

Per claims 1-2 and 5, Memhard discloses a multimedia 
conferencing comprising: 

a) a plurality of media displays (322, fig. 3) at the end 
points, 

b) a multipoint controller unit (MCU) having a plurality of 
output switches, each output switch receiving one or more media 
outputs from one or more sources (other end points) , each output 
switch responsive to an output control signal for selecting one 
or more of the one or more media outputs to output as switched 
outputs, thereby providing one or more switched outputs to the 
media display ( see col 3, lines 50-61 and col 4, lines 11-34 ) , 

c) a policy manager, the policy manager applying a predetermined 
policy to generate the output control signal, and the policy 
manager providing the output control signal to the MCU, whereby 
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the media display is controlled according to the predetermined 
policy ( see col 8, lines 4-38 ) . 

Per claim 3, it is noted that each port on the MCU provides 
both output switches and source switches for selecting one or 
more media sources for delivering to the end points ( see col 4, 
lines 11-34 ) . 

Per claims 4 and 6, Memhard teaches providing different 
conferencing modes including content policy, e.g., voice 
activated, and people policy, e.g., token or chaired control 
( see col 8, line 57 - col 9, line 22 ) . 

Per claims 7-8, Memhard teaches providing software at the 
end points to implement different conferencing mode/policy ( see 
col 20, lines 4-22 . 

Per claims 9, 11-13, 15 and 17, Memhard further discloses a 
network interface for coupling and negotiating communications 
between the conferencing devices in a conference ( see col 5, 
lines 55-65 ) . 

Per claim 16, Memhard also teaches passing tokens, i.e., 
changing roles, among conference participants ( see col 19, lines 
44-56) . 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 10, 14 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Memhard and further in view of 
Rothrock, U.S. pat. No. 5,748,618. 

Per claims 10 and 18-19, Memhard does not teach multilevel 
arbitration in the conference. Such multilevel arbitration is 
well known in the art as disclosed by Rothrock ( see col 4, line 
3 7 - col 5, line 7 ) . Particularly, Rothrock provides multilevel 



roles or arbiters labeled by unique IDs for allowing data 
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objects at independent sub- trees of the data object hierarchy to 
be accessed simultaneously ( see col 6, line 35 -col 7, line 26 ) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Memhard with 
Rothrock because it would have allowed performing multilevel 
arbitration in Memhard . 

Per claim 14, it is noted that in the conventional tree 
structure, an arbiter assumes control over other dependent lower 
level, e.g., leaf node (see col 7, lines 61-65) . 



Conclusion: 

8 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Viet Vu 
whose telephone number is 571-272-3977. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:00am to 
4:00pm. The Group general information number is 571-272-2100. 
The Group fax number is 571-273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Follansbee, can be 
reached on 571-272-3964. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http : //pair-direct .uspto.gov. 
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Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free) . 
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